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lclong 4 ,comp rehenswe ove
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an mvpsﬁgauon byt Secun_ty
Commission, ;which ,produ'gied
lts report yegter@ay, -disclosed

a.kn?sses and }nadeqqames in
| presen grrange
I Security £

'Mmrstry,,o Dq ce'’s mtellx-

gence ,quratxon came go light as |

the commissign’, mq,u;red into
the, case -‘of a. ,.young lance

cotporalin the Army ‘Intellis,

gence Corps who, lat{empted;
unsuccessfully. ,io passnsecrets,

' h EMPOTAry,
-S8c0, gi ent, to uustry, to
thg usgxané‘f Mﬁa ,m e

In. its ? nme.
mestcr:-
chaired; hby a, Brildg‘_
Harwrch,. .qxpressed,‘,,conc
over . gencral,( laxity, ,of.

apprqadlo,mue,,ﬁh% DIS.. 1o,

'.reFtnc eds positive; vegtmg cer-
ti cate R T

It alsgnraxs;ed qu uons over
the rylés goye g destruc-
tion of classified ocuments and

the . complex secunty “instruc:
“tions (given j10% :nd mjade
cléar it$ vg a't’“an internal
. mvesnganon by the Ministry
 since’ 'they, “casé § had  been
madequate e

"THE eritical commission
report camé on ‘the ‘same day

British” mrhtm‘y Usecrets”
falleh ‘intg" "'unauthonzed”
hands in Cyprus. .

young soldiers' had been black-

tgs ,msxde the;
0

The Government -
: acpepted ‘the” com
- ‘genegal recommendations,

that the. Minister admitted that’
had i

This followed allcgations that’

malled into giving mformatloﬁ
Lord Trefgarne, Under . Séc-
rétary for the Armed Forces,
;sdid in a letter to a Labour, MP
‘that’it iow seemed likely that
.classified-information has been”

. pdssed to unauthorized recipi-

;ents. - Investigations: ‘were. con-
tnhumg and it-was too-early-to «
‘agsess the- significance of “the-
.matter and: what charges would

jbe made;: % |
sMfs: Margaret Thatcher last

nlght annouﬁCed the.. Govern-
‘ment’s acceptance of the com-
‘miission’s recommendation for
‘a réview of protective security"
m the DIS. About 1,000 staff’
‘are employed there, gathermg
itechnological, economic- .and. .

...militaty, mtelhgence from the

‘Soviet block.

which..will apply .to all .goyerns’

-jment departments, the security

‘and intelligence agencies and
‘the armed forces.
i These were:
should be issued .on the”
loyment of . holdera of
res Ficted postitive “vetting  cer-
tificates, with special consider-
‘ation to the circumstances in
iwhich pepple . under 21 . arc
allowéd "access to top secret
‘materigl; -that_rules goyverning
destruction of documents ., be,
reviewed: that security mstruc~'
‘uons bé written in clear and
unambxguous terms, .
. The commission mveshgated
1he case of Phrllp Aldridge, . who
was sent to prison for four years
at the Central Cnmmal Court in
Jahuary, 1983. He had stalen 2

that guidance

in defence security

' By Phillp Webster, Political Reporter
secret documcnt believed to be

a weekly assessment produccd

"by the Joint :Intelligence Com:-

-

mittee, while seconded for >
weeks in August, 1982, to
small section in the DIS
covering  intelligence from
Argentina after the Falklands
war.,

““The™ court. was told thal
Aldridge made contact with the
Russians ‘through coded mucss-
ages in the personal columns ot
the Daily Telegraph in which hc
. was referred to as “Spider” and
the Sdviet Embassy as “Mum™,
He was unmasked when various
.telephone numbers for the
Soviét Embassy were found in
his: diary by "his commanding
officer.

Although ‘the’ commission

.. concluded that Aldridge’s att-
- -émpts to

‘sell secrets were
frustrated, it found that an
undoubted ‘breach of security
gave him the opportunity to
remove the document

Aldridge-had restricted posi-
tive vetting ;clearance becausc
he was under. 21, which should
have meant” that He had access
to secrets only on a *‘need 1o
know” basis ‘and under strict
supervision.

® ' The -Government has began
1o operate a tougher, morc
intensive system of security
screening for officers in. White-
hall's secret services in an
attempt to reduce the chance of
KGB penetration. (Peter Hen-
nessy writes).

The security authorities arc

Continued on back page, col 4

Overhaul
of defence
securlty

Contmued ‘from page 1

in the process of adopting a
pracnce used by the CIA known
as ‘“‘néighbourhood inquiries”.
That involves- an..examination
of the background of an
intelligence official by White-
hall investigating officers -in
which neighbours and acquaint-
ances are asked questions about
the individual’s character and
social-habits. -

Sectirity’ officials in M15 In
the secret” mtelhgence service,
MI6, - and ' the . Government
Commumcanons Headquarters
have already: started using the
nelghbourhood inquiry * tech-
nique as.a part of their posmve
vcttmg procedure
\ ,In the past,. “only character
refereés- nominated by .the’
official uridér investigation were "
interviewed although something
coniparable . 10 nejghbourhood
mqurrres has been ~applied to

‘of -thé”armed forces,
forrex Lﬂ“‘fho&e engdged . in

the operating of \hs nuckar
deterrent. . .
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Secrets Act
change—PM

SECRETS ACT

By Ceolin Brown

THE Prime Minister told

MPs yesterday that the Gov- '

crnment had no plans to

change the Officlal Seerets ;
Act, despite criticism of the;
law after the prison sentence:

on Miss Sarah Tisdall for
passing classified information
to the Guardian. N

Mrs Thatcher also wuil
strong support . from Tory
MPs when she told the
House of Commons that no
government could carry on
its business unless it could
trust its civil servants to
keep secret documents to
themselves.

The call for section two of
the Official  Secrets Act,
under which Miss Tisdall was
charged, to he changed was
made by Mr David Winnick
(Lab, Walsall N),

Mrs Thatcher sald, “ The
Franks Report on the Official
Secrets Act was published in
1972 : the Labour Govern-
menf was in office from 1974
to 1979 and did not, over
five years, introduce legisla-
tion. It could have dorme so
‘but it didn’t. In 1979 we in-
troduced legislation which
did not find favour in the
House and we have mno inten-

tion of {ntroducing
legislation at present.”

Mr Tony Blair (Lab. Sed-
gefield) said the Government
should not conceal from the
British public and Parliament
the scale of what it was
doing. '

Mrs. Thatcher said, “I do
not believe any government
can carry on its business un-

less it can trust those.in the

Civil -~ Service who have

charge of .secret documents

to keep -those documents to
themselves.” i

Labour .MPs  shouted:
“There are leaks every day.”

Mr ~Terence . Lewis - (Lab.
Worsley) called on the Prime
Minister to review sentencing
policy in view of the way the
Official Secrets Act had been
applied. )

Mrs Thatcher said she did
not believe that a review was
necessary. Senfencing was a
matter. for the courts.

There was a roar of sur-
prise when she added, “ We
are in certain cases propos-
Ing next year to introduce a
right of appeal against sen-
tences. But it would not
apply to the particular case
— it would only be where it
was thought a sentence was
actually too low.”

Mr
Woking) was loudly sup-
ported by Tory MPs when he
sald that the Government

turthe_r |

Cranely Onslow (C.

35 /I Iach

B

Mrs Thatcher

could not effectively carry on
its business if the Official Sec-
rets Act were to be amended
to legalise “the
betrayal of secrets.”

Any clvil servant in any

grade who found him or her-
self in conflict with the Gov-
ernment .should transfer to
non-controversial work or re-

sign from' the service, Mr

Onslow said. .o
Mrs Thatcher replied, “I
agree wholly with you and I
note that when the matter
came up duting the lifetime
-of the last Government in

: ‘Must be able to trust Civil Service .~

wiiful
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June, ‘1976, the then Prime
Minister (Mr Callaghan) said
there must be absolute confi-
dence that papers and discus-
sions that take place are kept
within the circle to whom

‘they are given.”

Mrs Thatcher also noted
that, as the leader of  the
Opposition, she had’ then
fully supported Mr ' Cal.
laghan, saying it ‘was essen-
tlal that . confidentiality
should” be maintained over.
all secret documents. “He was

.right then and I was right to
support him.” .
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